Department of the Environment 



CONStJLTATION PAPER 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND PRIVATE BILL PROCEDITRES 

1. An amendment to the Parliamentary Standing Orders for private 
Bill procedures is expected to be tabled shortly to require that, 
when any Bill authorising the carrying out of works is deposited, 
there shall also be deposited a statement setting out the 
environmental effect of those works or a direction by the 
Secretary of State that such a statement is not required. The 
text of a new Standing Order is at Annex A. This paper (which 
has been prepared following discussion with the Parliamentary 
authorities) sets out the background to this proposal and 
comments are invited on the proposed arrangements proposed for 
the Secretary of State to discharge his related responsibilities, 
including the making of directions that environmental assessment 
(EA) is not required. 

Background 

2. The EC Directive on environmental assessment (85/337/EEC) 
which came into effect in July 1988 does not apply to projects 
approved by a specific Act of national legislation, which 
includes private and hybrid Bills, "since the objectives of the 
Directive, including that of supplying information, are achieved 
through the legislative process". However, the Government have 
promised that, for Bills which they promote relating to projects 
to which the Directive would otherwise apply, environmental 
statements will nevertheless be provided. 

3. In their report published in October 1988, the Joint 
Committee on Private Bill Procedure recommended that each House 
should amend its Standing Orders so as to require an 
environmental statement to be deposited with any private Bill for 
a project which would require EA under the Directive but for the 
specific exclusion in the Directive. The Joint Committee 
envisaged procedures under which the Department of the 
Environment or other appropriate Department (such as the Welsh 
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office) would determine whether EA is in fact necessary for a 
particular project. Where a Department decides that EA is 
necessary, the promoters would be required to submit an 
environmental statement to, Parliament; the Department would then 
report on the statement to the private Bill Committee in each 
House. The Joint Committee's recommendation is reproduced at 
Annex B. The then Lord President (Mr Wakeham) announced in April 
1989 that the Government supported this recommendation of the 
Joint Committee and were willing for Departments to undertake the 
functions envisaged for them in the recommendation. He also 
stated that the Government were ready to consult with the 
authorities in each House about the way in which those aspects 
of the recommendation which would affect procedures outside 
Parliament can best be implemented. 

4 . The formal Government response to the Report of the Joint 
committee set out in a consultation document "Private Bills and 
New Procedures" published in June 1990, describes proposals for 
changes in the way that railway, light rapid transit and harbour 
works are authorised. The intention is to establish new 
procedures by which railway and light rapid transit works 
proposals would in future be authorised by order rather than by 
private Bill, and to increase the use of orders for amending or 
extending harbour legislation so that in future very few harbour 
measures would be promoted by private Bill. The new procedures 
would provide for an application for an order to be supported by 
an environmental statement. However, primary legislation would 
be necessary to achieve the proposed changes. 

5 . While these new procedures would reduce the number of 
private Bills for the carrying out of works, some projects would 
still be approved by this means. There will therefore be a 
continuing need for the private Bill procedure to include EA 
requirements in appropriate cases. It is proposed that the 
amendments to private Bill procedures which are being proposed 
in the light of the Joint Committee's report and which are to 
come into effect from ‘the start of the 1991-92 session should 
include provisions requiring EA, where appropriate, for private 
Bills for all types of works construction. 
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Proposals 

6 . There are 3 main stages to be built into the procedures for 
applying EA to private Bills : 

i. the decision whether EA is required for a project which is 
to be the subject of a private Bill; 

ii. where EA is required, the preparation of an environmental 
statement by the promoters of the Bill; 

iii. the deposit of the environmental statement with Parliament 
when the private Bill is deposited and the subsequent 
consideration of the statement as part of the decision 
process in both Houses on the Bill. 

The proposed new Standing Order 27A set out at Annex A would 
require the submission of . an environmental statement, or a 
direction by the appropriate Secretary of State that EA is not 
required, when a private Bill for the carrying out of works is 
deposited. The requirement would not apply to works for which 
planning permission has been granted. 

Decision whether an environmental statement is required 

7 . It is proposed that the promoters of a private Bill should 
be able to decide themselves that EA is necessary for their 
project and prepare an environmental statement voluntarily, eg, 
for a major project that would clearly fall within Annex I of the 
Directive and in respect of which EA would be mandatory if 
approval was being sought under statutory procedures. In that 
case the promoters would not need to seek a decision on the need 
for EA from the Secretary of State. 

8. It is also proposed that where the promoters of a works Bill 
do not decide to provide an environmental statement voluntarily, 
they must seek a decision from the Secretary of State for the 
Environment or the Secretary of State for Wales (as appropriate) 
as to whether EA is required or not. To enable them to prepare 
an environmental statement and to deposit it on or before 4 
December if the Secretary of State decides that EA is necessary 
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(ie, in terms of the Standing Order, decides not to give a 
direction that no such statement is necessary in relation to the 
works authorised by the Bill) the promoters will need to seek a 
decision sufficiently far in advance of their proposed deposit 
of the Bill and in any case not later than the end of June in any 
year. (The requirement is that private Bills must be deposited 
on or before 27 November in any year.) When seeking a decision 
about the need for EA, the promoters will have to provide the 
Department with basic information about the project, including 
a description of the nature and purpose of the proposed 
development and its possible effects on the environment, together 
with a plan identifying the site; they may also provide such 
other information and representations as they wish. 

9. An application for a decision on the need for EA will 
normally be determined by the Department of the Environment, or 
the Welsh Office, within 4 weeks of receipt of the application 
or such longer period as the Secretary of State may reasonably 
require . 

* 

10 , These requirements can be establshed administratively . They 
would be made known to the Parliamentary Agents handling private 
Bills and in due course be incorporated in the handbook on 
private Bill procedure that the Joint Committee recommended 
should be commissioned for use in Parliament and for sale to the 
public. 

11. In England, applications to the Secretary of State for a 
decision on the need for EA would in the first place be directed 
to DOE (LG4 Division) who would consult DOE regional offices and 
HQ policy divisions and/or other government departments as 
appropriate. In Wales, the Welsh Office would similarly discuss 
such applications made to the Welsh Secretary with other 
government departments as appropriate. In the case of Annex I 
projects, EA is mandatory, so where a proposal clearly falls 
within Annex I of the Directive, requests, for a decision will be 
infrequent . In other cases it may be less clear-cut whether a 
proposal falls within Annex I or Annex II ( or within neither ) , 
30 the promoters may decide to seek a decision . Where the 
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Department decide that the proposed development falls within 
Annex II of the Directive, they will then need to judge whether 
it is likely to have significant environmental effects by virtue 
of its nature, size or location so as to require EA. Some 
general criteria on environmental significance that might be used 
by the promoters of private Bills and DOE/WO to help identify 
Schedule 2 projects likely to require EA are set out at 
Annex C. They are based on paragraphs 18-28 of DOE Circular 
15/88. In view of the unpredictable nature of projects which 
will be subject to private Bill procedure, it is not proposed to 
set out specific thresholds or criteria for particular types of 
development . 

12. Where necessary, the views of the Countryside Commission, 
the Nature Conservancy Council, the National Rivers Authority, 
Her Majesty's Inspectorate of Pollution and the Historic 
Buildings and Monuments Commission would be sought on whether an 
Annex II project was likely to have significant environmental 
effects. Further information would be sought from the promoters 
if necessary; although DOE/WO would have no power to require the 
promoters to provide further information, it would be in the 
promoters' interests to provide it. The Department would give 
reasons for its decision that EA was not required, although in 
practice these would have to be in fairly general terms as it 
would be impractical to say that EA is not required because of 
the nature of any particular factor. If the promoters did not 
provide sufficient information to satisfy the Department that the 
project would not be likely to have significant environmental 
effects, EA would be required. 

Finality of Secretary of State's decision 

13. It is possible that an opponent of a works Bill might apply 
for judicial review of a direction that EA was not required; 
similarly a p>"omoter might ask the Court to review a decision by 
the Secretary of State not to give such a direction. It is 
doubtful whether the Courts would entertain such applications, 
owing to the Parliamentary character of the decision. Moreover, 
in practice a promoter would be unlikely to challenge a decision 
not to give a direction dispensing with the need for EA since 
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that might well delay the deposit of their Bill more than the 
preparation of an environmental statement. Other parties who 
objected to a direction that EA was not required would be likely 
to have difficulty in proving the Secretary of State had acted 

unreasonably - 

14. Since the EC Directive exempts projects which fall to be 
approved by a specific Act of national legislation from the need 
for EA, it does not seem likely that there would be any cause for 
the European Court of Justice to review a decision by the 
Secretary of State on the need for EA for a private Bill. 

15 . A direction by the Secretary of State, pursuant to the new 

Standing Order, that no environmental statement need be deposited 
with the Bill would not govern the amount of environmental 
evidence that might be called for by a Select Committee 
considering the Bill in either House. Some . evidence on 
environmental impact would always be required where Petitioners 
objected to the Bill on environmental grounds. It is to be 
expected, however, that a Committee would only in exceptional 
circumstances call for the production of an environmental 

statement where the Secretary of State had directed that none 
need be deposited for the purposes of the Standing Order. 

Preparation of an environ mental statement 

16. The proposed new Standing Order 27A requires that where an 
environmental statement is prepared by the promoters and 

deposited with the private Bill, it must contain, in relation to 
the works authorised by the Bill, the information set out in 
Schedule 3 to the Town and Country Planning (Assessment of 

Environmental Effects) Regulations 1988, or such of that 

information as the Secretary of State may in any particular case 
direct. Schedule 3 to the 1983 Regulation is reproduced at Annex 
D . The environmental statement must also include a non-technical 

summary . 

cnngnltation during prepar a tion of environmental statement 

17. Consultations are an _ essential part of the environmental 
assessment process, both during the preparation of an 
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environmental statement and when the statement is submitted to 
the decision making body. The EA Regulations for projects 
requiring planning permission provide that, where it is decided 
that a project requires EA, an obligation is imposed on certain 
specified bodies to make available to the developer any relevant, 
non-confidential, information in their possession which the 
developer requests, so that this may be taken into account in the 
preparation of the environmental statement. A reasonable charge 
reflecting the cost of making the information available may be 
made. The specified bodies for those regulations are: any 

relevant local authority, the Countryside Commission, the Nature 
Conservancy Council and, for some projects. Her Majesty's 
Inspectorate of Pollution, together with any other body which the 
local planning authority would be required to consult under 
article 18 of the Town and Country Planning General Development 
Order 1988 (the GDO) (eg the National Rivers Authority or English 
Heritage) . It is proposed that a similar obligation should be 
imposed on certain specified bodies (and any other bodies decided 
by the Secretary of State on a case by case basis) where the 
Secretary of State decides that EA is required for a project 
which is to be the subject of a private Bill, or where a promoter 
informs the Secretary of State in writing that he intends to 
submit an environmental statement voluntarily. The specified 
bodies would be notified of their obligation by the Secretary of 
State in each case. 

18. There is no existing power which could be used either to 
require the promoters of a private Bill to consult specified 
bodies when preparing an environmental statement or to require 
specified bodies to make relevant information available to the 
promoters . Such requirements could be imposed only by primary 
legislation. The Government intends to bring forward such 
legislation in due course (it would be outside the scope of 
the current Planning and Compensation Bill). In the meantime, 
promoters will be advised through the Parliamentary Agents that 
they should consult the bodies described in paragraph 17 above. 
Such advice would in due course be incorporated in the handbook 
on private Bill procedure which the Joint Committee recommended 
should be commissioned. 
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nonnait of an gnvironmen-tal f^-t-.a-tement wltlt ^ Bj.1^ 

19. Ths proposed new Standing Order 27A set out at Juinex A 
requires that in the case of a private Bill for the carrying out 
of works, unless the Secretary of State has given a direction 
that EA is not required, the promoters shall deposit an 
environmental statement on or before 4 December in the Private 
Bill Office of each House and at the public departments 
(including the Department of the Environment and, where 
appropriate, the Welsh office) at which copies of the Bill are 
required to be deposited. Copies of the environmental statement 
and copies of the non-technical summary must be made available 
for inspection, and for sale at a reasonable price, on and after 

4 December . 

20. Where the Secretary of .State has directed that EA is not 
required, a copy of the direction and a statement of the reasons 
for giving the direction are to be deposited with the private 
Bill. There must also be deposited, in a case where EA is 
required, a copy -of any direction by the Secretary of State, with 
the reasons for giving it, that the environmental statement need 
contain some only of the information required by Schedule 3 to 
the 1983 Regulations (see paragraph 16 above). 

rniTiTni tree's rons i derati o n of environmental 

21. In the case of a private Bill, there is no provision for 
interested persons to make objections or representations to 
Parliament, except by means of petition. However, persons with 
'locus standi' (ie a direct primary interest in the proposal) can 
petition against, or in favour of, a private Bill and, in so 
doing, would be able to comment on an environmental statement 
deposited with the Bill. A Committee would be able to request 
the promoters to provide further information in connection with 
the environmental statement so that proper consideration may be 
given to the likely environmental effects of the proposed 
development . This power could also be used to request additional 
information where the environmental stacement nad been prepared 
some considerable time before the matter came to the Commitree 
and the statement was, at least in part, out of date. ^j.n 
addition, committees would conti.nue to be able to obtain the 
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information they require about the environmental effects of 
projects through the cross-examination of promoters and 
petitioners who themselves may call expert witnesses . They might 
even, in exceptional circumstances, call for an environmental 
statement where the Secretary of State had determined that none 
was necessary for the purposes of the Standing Order (see 
paragraph 15 above) . 

22. The Joint Committee recommended that the Secretary of State 
should report on the environmental statement deposited with a 
private Bill as part of his report on the Bill itself. The 
Secretary of State would expect this report to relate to the 
content and adequacy of the environmental statement ( ie whether 
it complied with the requirements of the Standing Order) , but he 
would not necessarily comment on the quality of the information 
provided or offer views on the acceptability of the project 

concerned. 

Portmanteau Bills 

23. Some private Bills concern more than one distinct project. 
In such cases the need for EA will need to be considered for each 
such project separately. It will be for the promoter of a Bill 
to decide whether separate environmental - statements (not 
necessarily in separate documents) are needed for some of the 
works to which the Bill relates, or whether to apply for a 
direction that EA is not necessary for any of those works. A 
direction will be required to be deposited for any works to which 
the proposed Standing Order 27A applies and which are not covered 
by an environmental statement . 



Planning and Development Control Division 4C 
February 1991 
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Annex A 



PROPOSED NEW STANDING ORDER 27A 

27A-(1) Subject to paragraph (8) below, in the case of a Bill 
authorising the carrying out of works the nature and extent of 
which are specified in the Bill on land so specified, there shall 
be deposited on or before 4th December in the Private Bill Office 
and at the Public Departments at which copies of the Bill are 
required to be deposited under Standing Order 39, either 

(a) a copy or copies (as specified by paragraph (2) below) of 
an environmental statement containing, in relation to the 
works authorised by the Bill, the information set out in 
Schedule 3 to the Town and Country Planning (Assessment of 
Environmental Effects) Regulations 1988 (referred to below 
as "Schedule 3") or such of that information as the 
Secretary of State may in any particular case direct, or 
(b) a copy or copies (as so specified) of a direction by the 
Secretairy of State that no such statement is necessary in 
relation to the works authorised by the Bill. 

(2) The number of copies required to be deposited under 
paragraph (l)(a) or (b) above shall be three in the case of a 
deposit at the Department of the Environment and one in any other 
case. 

(3) Where any such works authorised by a Bill relate to two or 
more distinct projects each project may be treated separately for 
the purposes of paragraph (1) above; and the references in sub- 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of that paragraph to the works authorised 
by the Bill shall accordingly be construed, where the paragraph 
applies separately to each project, as references to the works 
comprised in that project. 

(4) . Notwithstanding any direction given as mentioned in 
paragraph (l)(a) above, any environmental statement of which 
copies are deposited under this Order shall contain the summary 
(referred to below as "the non-technical summary") required by 
paragraph (2)(e) and, where material, paragraph 4 of Schedule 3. 
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( 5 ) Where the Secretary of State has given a direction as 
mentioned in paragraph Cl)(a) above, a copy of the direction 
shall be deposited with every copy of the environmental statement 
deposited under this Order; and every copy of a direction so 
deposited or deposited under paragraph (1) (b) above shall be 
accompanied by a statement by the Secretary of State of his 
reasons for giving the direction. 

(6) Copies of every environmental statement deposited under 
this Order shall be made available for inspection, and for sale 
at a reasonable price, on and after 4th December at the offices 
at which copies of the Bill are required to be made available 
under Standing Order 4A; and there shall also be made available 
separately on and after that date at those offices, for 
inspection and for sale at a reasonable price, copies of the non- 
technical summary . 

(7) The reference to Schedule 3 in this Order is a reference 
to that Schedule as amended from time to time and includes a 
reference to the corresponding provision of any regulations which 
re-enact the Town and Country Planning (Assessment of 
Environmental Effects) Regulations 1988, with or without 
amendment; and references to particular paragraphs of Schedule 
3 shall be construed accordingly. 

(8) This Order does not require the deposit of copies of an 
environmental statement in relation to any works for which 
planning permission has been granted. 
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Annex B 



EXTRACTS FROM THE REPORT OF THE JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE 

Paragraphs 77 to 80 



Environmental impact assessment 

77. In June 1985 the Council of the European Communities enacted a Directive (85/337/EEC) 
requiring Member States to introduce, within three years, procedures for subjecting major 
development projects to a process of environmental assessment by a “'competent authority ^ before 
dving consent to the scheme. The Directive is now being implemented in the United Kingdom. A 
requirement of the Directive is that the developer should prepare and submit an environmental 
statement” relating to his proposals and to their environmental effects, and that this, together with 
public comment on it and other information, should be taken into account in the assessment 
procedure before consent is given. An. 1(5) of the Directive makes an exception for “projrcts the 
details of which are adopted by a specific act of national legislation’ , which will plainly include 
works authorised by private bill. 

78. Witnesses from environmental organisations put it to the Committee that the same 
requirements ought to be imposed upon promoters of works bills as would be imposed if they were 
promoting their scheme through the planning system (pp 73, 281). To do so would “avoid 
unnecessary controversy and save time” (p 272); not to do so would be “anomalous and damaging 
to Parliament’s credibility” (p 279). The Society of Parliamentary Agents acknowledged that it 
would be reasonable for private legislation procedure to be consistent with planning procedure in 
this respect (p 247). The Department of the Environment supports environmental impact 
assessment! “Schemes will benefit from it, and plarining decisions will benefit from it, because the 
likely environmental effects will be identified” (Q 703). They consider the question whether it 
should apply to private bills to be a matter for Parliament; but they stated the Government’s 
intention to apply it to schemes promoted by hybrid bill (Q 702). 

79. The Chairman of Ways and Means considers that private legislation procedure ought to 
follow planning procedure in this respect, lest a private bill be seen as “a cheap and easy alternative 
to a public inquiry” (p 238). The Committee agree: they consider that a promoter should not be 
excused environmental impact assessment simply because his project requires authorisation by 
Parliament. The statement will be helpful to petitioners and to the committees on the bill; and it 
may turn out to be to the promoter's advantage to open the environmental argument on ground 
of his own choosing. The Committee observe that, if their recommendations in Part 2 are accepted, 
there will be many fewer works bills than there are at present. 

80. The Committee recommend that each House should incorporate environmental impact 
assessment into private bill procedure by making new Standing Orders as follows. The promoter of 
anv bill which authorises the carrying out of w'orks for which planning permission has not already 
been obtained should be required to apply to the appropriate Secretary of State for a determination 
of (i) whether, were it not for Art. 1(5) of the Directive, the project would be subject to 
environmental assessment, and (ii) if so. w'hat information would be required to be submitted in 
an environmental statement. The Secretary of State s determination should be required to^ be 
deposited and advertised along with the bill, together, where he has determined that the project 
would otherwise be su 'eject to environmental assessment, with an environmental SLatement 
containinn the specified information. The documents submitted s'nould be required to be produced 
to the Examiners, and the promoter should be required to show that any environmental statement 
submitted by him contains the specified,information. The Department of the Environment, or 
other appropriate department, should be invited to report on the environmental statement to the 
committee on the bill in each House, who should take the statement and the report into account 
in considering the bill. General Orders under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) .A.ct 19^ 
should be amended to similar effect: and similar arrangements should be made in relation to special 
parliamentarv' procedure except where alternative environmental assessment procedures have be,.n 
prescribed for the pre-parliamentary stages. 
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Annex C 



IDENTIFYING RELEVANT ANNEX II PROJECTS 

(Based on paragraphs 18 to 28 of Circular 15/88) 

1. The basic question to be asked is whether a project is likely 

to give rise to significant environmental effects. The 

following paragraphs indicate the considerations which should be 
taken into account in deciding whether in a particular case 
environmental effects are likely to be significant enough to 
require environmental asessment. 

2 . As a starting point, promoters will find it helpful to study 
the terms of Schedule 3 to the Town and Country Planning 
(Assessment of Environmental Effects) Regulations 1988 which sets 
out the scope of the information which may be called for where 
an environmental statement is to be provided; it indicates the 
sort of factors which are relevant in considering whether 
environmental assessment is necessary in Annex II cases. The 
list of aspects of the environment which might be significantly 
affected by a project is set out in paragraph 2 of Schedule 3 , 
and includes 'human beings; flora; fauna; soil; water; air; 
climate; the landscape; the interaction between any of the 
foregoing; material assets; and the cultural heritage'. 
Paragraph 3 of Schedule 3 indicates that consideration may also 
need to be given to 'the use of natural resources, the emission 
of pollutants, the creation of nuisances and the elimination of 
waste'. These are comprehensive lists, and a particular project 
may give rise to significant effects, and thus require full and 
detailed assessment, in only one or two respects. 

3. In assessing whether an Annex II project is likely to have 
significant environmental effects, there are three main 
considerations to be taken into account: 

i. whether the project is a major one of more than local 
importance, especially in terms of its size; 

ii. whether the project is intended for a particularly 
sensitive location; 

iii. whether the project is likely to give rise to 
particularly complex or adverse effects. 

Projects of more than local importance 

4. Projects which are of more than local importance will 

sometimes by virtue of sheer scale have wide-ranging 

environmental effects which would justify environmental 
assessment. Examples of this type of project are major 

infrastructure projects such as barrages. 

Projects in sensitive locations 

5. The relationship between a project and the location proposed 
for it will often be' a crucial consideration. For any given 
project, the more environmentally sensitive the location, the 
more likely it is that environmental effects will be significant 
and will warrant assessment. Even where an Annex II project is 
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on a smaller scale, environmental assessment may be justified 
where the project is likely to have significant effects on the 
special character of a protected area or site, such as a national 
park, an area of outstanding natural beauty, a site of special 
scientific interest, a national nature reserve or an area or 
monument of major archaelogical importance. Sensitive locations 
include urban locations where the characteristics of proposed 
development would be likely to have significant effects on heavy 
concentrations of population - 

6. Special considerations apply to sites of special scientific 
interest which have also been classified as special protection 
areas (SPAs) under the EC Birds Directive 79/409/EEC and/or as 
wetlands of international importance under the Ramsar Convention.' 
In such areas there is a particular obligation to avoid 
developments which could have a damaging effect on the nature 
conservation interests of the site. It follows that the 
environmental effects of any proposed development either in or 
very close to such areas should be subjected to the most rigorous 
examination. 

7. However, not all Annex II projects affecting sensitive _ areas 
will require environmental assessment; in each case it will be 
necessary to judge the likely significance of the environmental 
effects in the particular location proposed for the project. In 
particular, it is not considered that _ there should be an 
automatic presumption that assessment will be needed simply 
because the proposal is located in a designated area such as a 
national park, an area of outstanding natural beauty , or a green 
belt. The test - is whether the project is likely to have 
significant effects on the area'^s environment. 

Projects with particularly complex and potentially adverse 
' f ©cts 

8. A small number of projects not already falling into categories 
i and ii discussed above may give rise to particularly 
significant environmental effects which merit detailed appraisal. 
Industrial projects involving emissions which are potentially 
hazardous to man and nature may sometimes fall into this 
category, eg, discharges of potentially hazardous effluent into 
the headwaters of a river system, into a source of potable water 
supply, or into waters in a special protection zone. Projects 
which could give rise to significant effects far removed from the 
site of the development may particularly fall into this category. 
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Annex D 



Schedule 3 to the Town and Country Planning (Assessment of 
Environmental Effects) Regulations 1988 [SI 1P88 No 1199] 

SCHEDULES Regulation 2(1) 

1. An environmental statement comprises a document or series of documents providing for the 
purpose of assessing the likely impact upon the environment of the development proposed to be 
carried out, the information specified in paragraph 2 (referred to-in this Schedule as “the specified 
information”). 

2. The specified information is- 

( a) a description of the development proposed, comprising information about the site and 
the design and size or scale of the development; 

(b) the data necessar>' to identify and assess the main effects which that development is 
likely to have on the environment; 

(c) a description of the likely significant effects, direct and indirect, on the environment of 
the development, explained by reference to its possible impact on- 

human beings; 

flora; 

fauna; 

soil; 

water; 

*air, 

climate; 
the landscape; 

the inter-action between any of the foregoing; 

material assets; 

the cultural heritage; 

(d) where significant adverse effects are identified with respect to any of the foregoing, a 
description of the measures envisaged in order to avoid, reduce or remedy those effects; 
and 

(e) a summary' in non-technical language of the information specified above. 

3. .An environmental statement may include, by way of explanation or amplification of any 
'specified information, funher information on any of the following matters- 

(a) the physical characteristics of the proposed development, and the land-use requirements 
during the construction and operational phases; 

(b) the main characteristics of the production processes proposed, including the nature and 
quality of the materials to be used; 

(c) the estimated type and quantity of expected residues and emissions (including pollutants 
of water, air or soil, noise, vibration, light, heat and radiation) resulting from the 
proposed development when in operation; 

(d) (in outline) the main alternatives (if any) studied by the applicant, appellant or authority 
and an indication of the main reasons for choosing the development proposed, taking 
into account the environmental effects; 

(e) the likely significant direct and indirect effects on the environment of the development 
proposed which may result from- 

(i) the use of natural resources; 

(ii) the emission of pollutants, the creation of nuisances, and the elimination of waste; 

(f) the forecasting methods used to assess any effects on the environment about which 
information is given under subparagraph (e); and 

(g) any difficulties, such as technical deficiencies or lack of know-how, encountered in 
.compiling any specified information. 

In paragraph (e), “effects” includes secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long term, 

permanent, temporary, positive and negative effects. 

4. Where further information is included in an environmental statement pursuant to paragraph 

3. a non-technical summary' of that information shall also be provided. 
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